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- f:"f;780 CMR 122. 3 the'Aﬁisenant p S
i :‘commumcatlonlrequuements and ce rtam v1sua.1 and aud1ble notlﬁcatlon requn'cments of thc 7th AR

L t de/ ev1dencc was prcscnted;d ' 'onstratmg that all 5 S L
SO ,V_hfi‘;bulldmgs had bccn carher de gned to be in confcrmance W1th requn'emcnts ofth _6“‘ SR
-~ Edition Code. . R EEn
2. The Appellant more recently sought a bulldlng pcrrmt o construct the Sﬂ‘ bmldmg but m o
R thc 1ntcr1m thc '7t Edltlon of thc Code has come mto fl.lll force and for the bulldmg




- | -.-pr0posed constructed Would requrre a ﬁ111 NFPA 13 ﬁre sprlnkler system whereas under
- the 6" Edition Code, the required sprmkler system fora burldmg of no more than 3 ;

< ‘dwelling units, would have been allowed to be an NFPA 13D Sprlnkler SyStem and for .. e N

ential USE buﬂdmgs ofdorr
~ stories in herght an NFPA 13R sp

system Would have been e'qtured

3 'J;On F ebruary 18,2010, the Appellee 1ssued a letter of ﬁndlngs of noneompltance notlng Pt

 that a Chapter 9 Narrative had yet to be filed per 901.7 (1nclusrve) and that since the = -
©_ proposed Residential bulldlng would be > 12,000 sq. ft. in aggregate area a ﬁlll NFPA 13
o . fire sprlnkler system would be requrred per Code Section 903.2.8. o
' 4. OnFebruary 18,2010, HFP Fire ‘Sprinkler, Inc., informed the Appellant via letter report

St that town Water supply- pressure was less than the demand supply pressure requlred for the ' 7' 4
. necessary NFPA 13 Sprinkler system and that utlhzmg a ﬁre pump would. essentlally brtng -

. the residual pressure of the town water supply to 0 psr assunung certaln condltlons
A regardmg ava1lable water for other uses.
5. OnApril 1, 2010, the Appellant filed for Bulldmg Code Appeal w1th the State Bulldlng
. Code Appeals Board seeking relief from the 7% Edrtlon, 780 CMR Code Sectton 903 2 8
-~ citedand filing defense for the variance requested. =
6. 'The Bu1ld1ng Code Appeal Hearmg was held on May 6 2010 in Taunton Massachusetts

Code Analvsns '

' ‘The bulldmg at 1nterest isa proposed new constructlon 4 unit R—2 USE Bmldmg o
: ',Constructlon Type is reported as Type VA; the total building area is reported as.18,267 sq. ft and

- the building total height is reported as 32 ft The burldrng is proposed to be dmded 1nto qua.tters
: V1a three 2—hour ﬁre separatlon walls o , o s , , -

The Appellant sought rellef from the requlrements of Code sectlons 903 2 8

In hlS appeal the Appellant prov1ded a Report t1tled “BBRS State Bulldlng Code Appeals - -

o Board Appeal Supportmg Documentation” (hereaﬂer referred to as the Report) prepared by Rybak B
R Engmeermg, Inc. and dated April 1, 2010 and, in part, wherein, it is recogmzed that under the '7 '
- Edition of the Code a full NFPA 13 ﬁre sprmkler system is requrred i

- The Report goes on to note that the orlgrnal development had been des1gned for NFPA 13D".
- ,sprrn.kler systerns and that an ex1st1ng 1 ‘/z 1neh copper serv1oe had already been earller mstalled
_ and supplted from an 8 mch street main. . , : Ry

The Report also noted that movmg toa full NFPA 13 sprlnkler system creates a hardshlp in

- that the pubho water: supply to the site is margmal and would ; requlre a fire pump and dry system to - -

- provide full attic protect1on but supplemental reports to tl’llS main Report also note that sprmkler
- demand pressure is greater | than town water supply pressure and that the use of a fire pumptol
o ':-augment pressure would 11kely result in: IOWenng town supply pressure to 0 psr assurning certam
‘ assurnptlons about total water use on the subJect srte PR R N
The Appellant via A the supportlng reports testrﬁed in l1eu of a full NFPA 13 Sprlnkler
- .system, an NFPA 13R. sprlnkler system ‘would be mstalled and such proposed sprmkler upgrade
~would:
1 Be stgmﬁcantly better than the present sprmkler protectlon prov1ded m the ex1st1ng
7 bulldmgs onsite. - . o . ! )



o (2) Addltronal sprlnlder coverage 1n several areas mcludrng garages and front porches wouldf e
3 be achieved. 2 . - o ST
. (3) Design flow rates would be doubled
o (4 Afire departrnent connection is mtended added R e e :
il __(5) Fire sprmkler;protectlon inall closets in excess of coverage requlred by an NFPA 13R
. system would be: provided:" - .
' (6) Three, 2-hour fire separatron Walls, drvrdrng the btuldrng mto separated quarters would be_ .
e constructed ‘with such walls carrred to the undersrde of the roof consequently reducmg L
potentlal atac ﬁre spread ' . = e _ SOt

The Appellant further testrﬁed that exterror srdmg of the proposed bulldrng would be of the '_: -

'ﬁber-cement board siding type, thus measurably reducmg potentlal exterror ﬁre from spreadmg L
from the ground up the side of the butldmg ' ' : : '

The Appellee testtﬁed that the Bulldlng Department was not opposed to the proposed o

E e .varrance grven the upgrades berng offered_by the Appellant as part of the varrance request

2 :‘coverage 1dent1ﬁed in the subject reports supportmg the appeal

| The Amherst Flre Department. estrﬁed that threugh an earher oversrght the ongrnal 4 B

: bmldmgs already constructed actually contained “hybrld” NFPA 13D systems as there should have B |

- ‘been NFPA 13R systems in such buildings anyway and therefore the sub_] ect fifth ‘building would
likewise have been required desrgned to have an NFPA 13R systern anyway (1t was stated that the -
',Town of Amherst has adopted MGL c: 148 § 26I) B A

o ' The Amherst Fu‘e Department d1d however note that in dlscussrons Wlth the Town Water

L Department, the town water supply issue was recogruzed and that with an NFPA 13 system, e

. imposing a. certarn water demand the potentral for srphomng back 1nto the potable supp]y was also-; oy
_ acknowledged o N T , : .

: 'conclu‘si'on' .

Relatlve to vanance request from rehef from the requrrements of the 7l Edrtron Code -

: Sectron 903.2.8, requiring a full NFPA 13 fire sprinkler system in the- subject burldlng, the Board' |

B understood that the present town water supply situation essentially precludes theuse of an NFPA
13 system and that the NFPA 13R system being proposed would be enhanced by certain addrtronal :

K.’. .

'The Board also understood that the burldmg wrll be drvrded 1nto quarters w1th 2—hour rated walls : B '.
extending to the underside of the roof and that ﬁber-cement srdlng will be utlhzed thus reducrng- o
the hkehhood of exterror fire spread 1nto the bulldmg Lo

o -On the basrs of the testunony and supportmg materrals prov1ded the Board voted to grant the n
. requested vanance to 7 Edltzon Code section 903 2, 8 thrs Board Vote was unanrmous ‘

e SO ORDERED

Stanley Shuman _Jaeob_,Nunn’ernaeheré Charrman i B Thomas erey



i DATEDMayQ?ZOIO Sl

person aggrieved by a decision of the Sfaz‘e Buzla’mg Code Appeals Board may appeal lo e
: _Superwr C‘our 'n accordance wzth G L C 3 OA § 1 4 wztkm 3 0 days of recez_ :._of thts dec:szon

- '- _-y._:A complete adm1mstrat1ve record is on ﬁle at the oﬁice of the loard of Bmldmg Regulanons aucl ' ;
"Standards FES ORI el \ . |

'?A'etfﬁefCOPY'atfésﬁ dated: May27.2010_ .




